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JKo^ IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE, 

final rejection under 37 CFR 1 1 1 3 mav onlv be Btthor m « HmiE&F * °L th,s aPP''. catl0n - A proper reply to a 
condition for allowance; (2) a timely7ileWtice o A DD i a ffl SnISfaS end ?^ nt . whlC , h e! aces the aPP'^tion in 
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 'CFR 1114 ( PP ); ° r (3) 3 timely f,led Re ^ uest for Continued 

PERIOD FOR RFPi Y [check either a) or b)] 

a) □ The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection 
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no event. Uo*^^^^' * ^l&'SZSfSV^^J* *? ^ ^i™' " « 

fee =1^ 37 CFR 1,3*, and the appropriate extension 

fee under 37 CFR 1 .17(a) is calculated from- (1) the expirat on date of VtalES^ " d * e t corres P° ndin 9 amount of the fee. The appropriate extension 
(2) as set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any eply received bj the OffiSaS Jha ffhSS!" » 1 re ^.f^ set in »he final Office action; or 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment See ,37 XFR 1 7u5?b) ma " ,n9 *** ° f the fin£ " rejeCtion ' even if 

10 3 A 7 C^RVl^r' fl,e ? ° n --ST" A PP ellant ' s Brief ™«t be filed within the period set forth in 
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal 

2. GS The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because. 

(a) H they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below)- 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below) 

,0) H STorapSSd^ aPP " C * n be " W '° rm *° r b * mate "* « simplifying the 

(d) □ they presenl additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
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5 ^ f^nfe' SEEEST bee " ~ bU ' *~ N ° T «*» *» 

6 D « s sssr because * is not direc,ed solely * ^ — ■»■* 

7.D For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment's) a)R| will not be entered or bin ™n h« »„„,™h 

explanation of how the new or amended claims wojd ^rejected « ^pentd " 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 


Claim(s) rejected: 19-25.27-29.31,32 and 43-54 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 

8. Q The drawing correction filed on i S a)D approved or b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 
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Continuation of 2. NOTE: the proposed amendments require an additional component in the composition. This not only changes the 
scope of the independent claim, but additionally changes the scope of all it's dependent claims, and therefore raises new issues which 
would require further search and consideration. 


Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: The applicant's arguments are directed to 
limitations of the proposed amendments, limitations which have not been searched or considered . 
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